SOME NEW DOOKS.
Lord Russell of Killowen.
Messrs. Longmans, Green & Co. have
published The Life of Lord Russell of
by R. Banry O'Brigxn, who is well
known to Americans as the biographer of
Charles Stewart Parnell. It seems that, so
long ago as 1883, the author made up his
mind to write the life of Charles Russell,
that he would survive him, as
has proved to be the case. With that end |
in view he talked over with the prospective |
of the present biography the lat-
ter's ourly days at Newry and Belfast, his
at the English bar and his most fa-
mous cases. There is no doubt that Mr.
O'Brien collected a great deal of interesting
material and has woven it into an attractive
narrative. An enlivehing feature of the
book is the fact that much of the informa-
tion is brought out in the form of dialogues
between tho author and the subject. Pre-
sented in this way the data have a unique |
stamp of authority, and the reader gets at |
the same time a vivid impression of Lord
ussell's character and tem t as
well as of his abilities. The spirit In which
the blographer writes is manifestly one of
ardent friendship, but he cannot be taxed
with over-laudation, or with a disposition
to make the subject of his book a more
consplouous figure at the English bar than
he actually was. It is natural that Irish-
men should love Charles Russell, for he
loved and served them, and Americans also
t to cherish his memory, for the sym-
y with which he regarded them was
Charles Russell was bora on Nov. 10,
1832, at Ballybot, that section of the town
of Newry which lies on the Armagh side
of the Glanrye River. His father, Arthur
Russell, was at that time a brewer; his
mother, Margaret Mullan, was the daughter
of a Balfast merchant. When thelir son
Charles was six years old Arthur Russell
leasoed his brewery, and moved to Seafield
House, Killowon, on Carlingford Lough,
a spot commanding a view of the moun-
talns and the sea. There Charles Russell
grew up, boating in the Lough, climbing
the mountains, mingling with the fisher-
men on the shore and the peasants on the
billside. The atmosphere of the house-
hold was Irish and intensely Catholio.
Our author notes that his subject’s three
jtérs aind only brother entered religious
opders. . In 1830 Charles Russell's educa-
tiprr Dagan under the direction of a gov-
erpess. . In 1844 he was sent for a time to
St Malachy's College in Belfast, and in the
following year, to Nolan's School in Corry
Bquare, Newry. In September, 1846, he
went to St. Vinoent's College, Castleknock,
Dublin, and stayed there untll July, 1847,
when his school and college days may be
sald to have ended. His record at Castle-
knock was creditable.  According to the
oollege register, he was the first in his class
in the December examinations for 1846,
and at the midsummer examinations of
1847 he took third place. According to
ope of his classmates, Mgr. Molloy,
he was regarded as plodding iather than
pushful. About the end of i847 he was |
sent to the offioe of a firm of solicitors in |
Newry, and in February, 1849, being then |
in his seventeenth year, he was articled
to them. Russell, however, did not wish
to be a solicitor. From the beginning
his desire was to go to the Bar. In later
years he would say, *I was always bent on
going to the Bar. My family did not like
ft. My family did not have so high an
opinion of me as they ought to have had.”
In March, 1852, Russell's articles were
transferred to a eolicitor in Delfast, where-
upon he took up his abode in that town.
In January, 1884, his termn of apprentice-
ship ended, and he set up for himself as a
solicitor, being then in his twenty-second
year. He soon became a champion of the
Catholics in their legal controversies with
Orangemen. While working hard at law |
Russell took a keen interest in polities. He |
wrote for the Ulsterman, and sometimes,
when the editor was away, brought out the
paper. Mr.O'Brien mentions parenthetically l
that the bookkeeper in the Ulsterman office I
at thistime happened to be a “amart, gentle- |
manly young man,” destined in after yoars |
to meet Charles Russell under dramatic
circumstances. His name was Richard
Pigott. As a lad Russell had fallen under
the Influence of the Young Ireland move-
ment, and he still remained under that in-
fluence. Sympathizing with the popular
of the day—Land Reform, Chureh |
Refor; and Fducation Reform -he was
essenally an Irish Nationalist  His heroes
were the men of ‘82 and the men of €2 To
the end the characters in Irish history
whom he loved best werse Houry Grattan
and Thomas Davis, baonuse they were ani-
matod, he thought, by the purest motives
of patriotism, and strove to unite all classos
and croeds for the common obye ¢ { oreat-
Ing & national spirit which shiould baspire
the publi. life of the ountry
In 198 Hussells career as & solhitor |
practically oame Lo an w d, and he then |
prepaiod 1o snter upon & Bew splere o
artivity  He was deawe oot of Brish peodition
sud away from Bellas
ool y of huving ! ' ki v ing "I |
povandly, by the deternm " I
the Bar where, by fair fgpd g -
was unfortunstiely e o il e
Engtiah rédgime in lreland y L ontming L
hack of some politioal party  be hoped
o foroe his way 1o distinotio (prhag t
Pratobiar, i Movetnlaor Ihal, b
Culiege under dola | v lugram
of 1 futsnsus Laliad * Whe Fe
of T Hunseltl pev s v W L
o pemd Lo Boiaet, and caiue | ‘ ’

L ani sl ban. e oA

f

i

|

s Boinily
FETLE RO
e o Mywoa
Ty
LT vl dwiiog
| B e b . » s R
Jorviemt o ! e B He 4l 1ust ab
» tog (LA

§0 0 Mam
o Vhpe e v b
[N aabirin tim e ’ 2

L Thine

"o o i 1 |

CYT R T -

P ’

bko +han

P lawis .

~

dhig i law
|

.'

L e ’

- g

-

Se

oy ot

PR

-

ol »

LU

e

L

s »

- .

!

fleld. Lord Campbell has related that
Lord Ellenborough was always “inclined
to sneer at young gentlemen who tried to
force themsolves into notice by writing a
law book.® Russell was not.above . this
simple device for pushing his way to the
front. It seems that Herschell, afterward
Lord Chancellor, and Gully, the preeent
Speaker of the House of Commons, also
practiced in the Passage Court in Liver-
pool at the time. Chatting about these
early years with the present biographer,
Russell recalied the fact that Gully and
Herschell, who dined with him on cirouit
one night, were in & very desponding mood.
They almost despaired of success in Eng-
land. Gully proposed going to the Straits
Settlements, and Herschell, to the Indian
Bar. Mr. O'Brien has had his subjects’
first fee-book before him; from the entries
here reproduced it is evident that the young

lawyer's progress was steady. In 1850
he made in round figures, £117; in 1860,
£3201; in 1861, £441; in 1862, £1016; in 1563,

£108%9; in 1864, £1739; in 1565, £2171; in 1808,
£3307; in 1867, £3108; in 1368, £8027; in 1809,
£3358; and in 1870, £4230,

In 1870 Russell first contemplated “taking
ailk,” or, in other words, becoming Queen's
Counsel. Edward James, the leader of the
Northern Cirouit, had receutly dled. Rus-
sell was at his deathbed. “Well, Russell,”
he said, *I feel it is all over with me, but at
least I shall make room for you, and I hope
you will succeed to my place.” Some time
aftorward Russell discussed his prospects
with a friend, saying that he intonded to
apply for silk, adding, “I belleve that I
shall soon leave the circuit.” The friend
on the whole agreed with him, but said:
“You have formidable competitors, Holker,
Herschell.” *Oh! John Holker," said Rus-
gell, “I admit that he is a better man than 1
am, but then he won't stay long. But
Horschell! You surprise me, 1 tell you
honestly I never dreamt of Herschell as a
competitor of mine.” A competitor, how-
ever, and a formidable one, Herschell
proved to be. Our author remembers
asking Russell in 1885 whom he regarded
as his most redoubtable antagonist at the
bar, and he answered, “Herschell.” Rus-
sell did not get silk until Hilary Term, 1872,
In the same year he became a Bencher of
Lincoln's Inn, and changed his residence
from Montague place to Harley street,
It was about this time that a friend said to
him, “Russell, if you oould only give up
your Irish brogue, it would be worth to you
another five hundred pounds a year.” “I
would not give it up,” said Ruasell, “for
the additional five hundred pounds.”

In a chapter on his subject's character-
istics as a barrister, Mr. O'Brien says
that no man worked harder than Charles
Russell. A solicitor who knew him from
the beginning of his career at the bar tes-
tifies: “There was no man like him for
taking pains; he never spared himself.”
On one occasion he used unparliamentary
language to a solicitor. *I do not mind
your swearing at me, Mr. Russell,” said
the solicitor, “so long as you don't do it
in the presence of the client.” Russell
laughed, and said: *It is my anxiety about
the client that makes me swear at all.”
One day on Circuit a barrister went into
the library. He saw a man working up
some cases. *What are you doing?" he
asked “Working up cases for Russell"
was the answer. He went round the
library, and found there were not less than
six men *working up ocases for Russell.”
“Why,"” said he, “the whole library seems
to be working up cases for Russell.®™ *Yes,"
said the sixth man, “there are six of us
doing the work of one man, in order that
one man may do the work of six." It has
been said that Russell “devilled” everything.
Our author who often worked with him
vouches for the fact that he reduced “dev-
flling" to an exact science. '‘He had a
wonderfu! faculty for using the brains and
the knowledge of other men—a faculty
which may be regarded as the very highest
aoquisition of the advocate. You might
know the facts, you might possess the
knowledge of the subject far in excess
of Russell, but he could turn thoss facts
to aocount, he could make that knowledge
valuable in a way altogether unexpectod
and unique.® The things Russcll loved
best were accuracy, lucidity, brevity and
keeping to the point
things were borne in mind, one might agree
or disagree with him. and be conciliatory or
aggrossive; he would listen with attention
and treat your arguments and views with
rospect. “Russell,” says a solicitor, "was
not an overconfident man; quite the rever .
He was anxious to consult with every one
of intelligence; to get help and advice
all round *  According to a distinguished
lawyer, “the difference et ween Liusse i i i
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We are told that his roughness of de-
meanor and dominating manner did not
make enemies. The Judges who found him
difficult to manage, and opposing counscl
who reesnted Lis manner, were none the
less glad to have him in the case.

-

|

Ho was |

delightfully free from a self-conscious |

He was not in the least degree
an ogotist, At the samo time, “he was no
respecter of persons. He feared no one.
His blows fell indiscriminately on leaders
and juniors, and even, when the occasion
warranted it, on Judges.  The young men
liked him; in fact, they were proud of him.
There was a bigness about the man that
all appreciated. Heo sometimes gave of -
fence without intending it, and, when the
fact was pointed out to him, he could make
the amende in a very generous way. He
could make it to a barrister or Judge, as
the case may be, and always in a style that
gave satisfaction.”

Russell's well-known success In cross-
examination is here attributed to force of
character. Others wero as skilful, some
had more finish, but none possessed his
striking personality. Some great advo-
cates trip up witnesses, lead them into
traps, oiroumvent them. In Russell’'s case
to his skill and adroitness were added
strength of will and the overwhelming
influence of an frresistible individuality.
Upon this point a barrister who often saw
Russell in action remarks: “Some men get
in a bit of the nail, and there they leave it
hanging loosely about until the Judge or
some one else pulls it out. But when Rus-
sell got in a bit of the nail, he never stopped
until he drove it home. No man ever
pulled that nail out again.”

Talking with Russell about his methods
of ecross-examination, the present blog-
rapher once said to him: “You don't, as a
rule, manmuvre; you go straight at the
witness. 1 have heard it said that you
don't even much care whether the witness
sece the point for which you are making;
you take him by the throat and drag him
there.” Russell answered: “In  dealing
with an English jury it is better to go
stralght to the point; the less fincase the
better. It is different with an Irish jury.
An Irish jury enjoys the trial. They can
follow every turn of the game. They un-
derstand the points of skill; the play be-
tween an Irish witness and an Irish coun-
pol 18 good fun, and the jury like the fun,
and they don't mind the loss of time. They
get as good value out of a trial as they
would out of a theatre. With an English
jury it is different. They are busy men,
and they want to get away quickly. The
great thing with an English jury is not to
lose time. Mere finesse they don't appre-
clate. Go straight at the witness, and at
the peint throw your cards on the table.*
The biographer's comment on this expo-
titlon of Russell's method is that the ex-
pounder did not seem to recognize that
only a man of great strength could prac-
tise it with success; could play the game
with the cards on the table. It was, we are
told, a fine sight to see Russell rise to cross-
examine. His very appearance must have
been a shock to the witness. *Russell,”
said & member of the Northern Circuit,
“produced the same effect on the witness
that a cobra produces on a rabbit." “How
is Russell getting on?" a friend asked one
of the Judges of the Parnell Comumission
during the days of Piggott's cross-exame
ination. “Master Charlie is bowling very
straight," was the answer. From his
own observation Mr. O'Brien testifies
that *“Master Charlie always bowled very
straight,” and ‘he man at the wicket gen-
erally came very quickly to grief. *I have
myself seen him approach a witness with
great gentleness—the gentleness of a lion
reconnoitring his prey. 1 have also seen
him fly at the witness with the flerceness
of a tiger. But gentle or flerce, ho must
have always looked very ugly to the man
who had come into the box to lie.”

We have said that Charles Russell was
no orator in the ordinary sense of the word,
As a speaker he was simple, strenuous,
direct, straightforward. In addressing a
jury, as in cross-examining witnesses, it
was roally Russell's personality that told
A barrister who came into court just as he
was about to r)wnk I some great case can
recall nothing but the man's individuality
*I forget what he said, 1 conld not tell you
whethor the speech was good or bad Pt
1 don't forget Russell, he appoars before me
v as when ] saw Lim on that
He seocmed to me to be quite lrre-
for anything he said, but for
the whole appearance and demeanor of the
man *  As a rule, lacking literary form and
rhetorical finish, deficient in humor and de-
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tn'the hearing of their clients, and in un- |

to say that during the whole time I knew
him, and especially when he was at the
very height of his position as leader of
the Cireuit, I met with nothing but kindness
from him. I often spoke to him mbout
his rough treatment of solicitors, including
myself, and told him how many of us re-
pented it. He always said he could not
help it—that it came of the intense inter-
est he was taking in the conduot of the
case, and I believe this was the real ex-
planation.”

Thore is no doubt that Russell hated
affectation. He was once instructed by a
solicitor full of bounte and impudence.
The brief was a huge compilation, drawn '
up, as the solicitor doubtless thought, in a
style of literary distinction. There was a
oonsultation at Russell's chambers; clients,
juniors, solicitors, were in atten
Russell came in, took off his wig, and then, |
turning to the solicitor, sald, without any
preliminary remark; “Well, Mr. A, 1 have
read every word of your brief, and there is
neither sense, fact nor law in it from be-
ginning to end.” Next day the case, which
was one of great difficulty, came on for
trial. The solicitor had not appeared |
when the proccedings began. Russell was
{mpatient, and looked angrily around. At
length, Mr. A. arrived, resplendent in a fur
coat. Russell hated fur coats as much as
he hated pretence and pomposity. With a
fleroe glance he beckoned A. to his side,and
with a low, angry voice, said: “The case has
been on for half an hour. You ought to
have been here long ago. Take off that coat |
this instant, and sit down in this ghair.” ‘
The witnesses of the scene tittered. A.
looked amazed, stood for an instant irreso- |
Jute, and then, like a man gradually falling |
under some hypnotio influence, took off his
coat, folded it, put it on the chair and sat
on it. Other incidents of the kind are
cited. A pompous “expert” who had been
in the habit of laying down the law before
parliamentary committees onoce attended
a oonsultation at Russell's chambers.
“Gentlemen,” said he, while Russell was
engaged in conversation with the other
counsel, *if you would allow me, I should
give you my view of this case——" “Hold
your tongue,” sald Russell, “till you are
asked for your views,"

It spems that he did not like any one to
put a hat on his table or to touch him. One
day & pompous solicitor came in. “How
do you do, Mr. Russell; how do you do?*
he said, walking straight forward and put-
ting his hat on the table. “Take your hat
off the table,” was Russell's sole reply.
The solicitor was offended and took a back
seat when the consultation began, During
the consultation there was an argument
between Russell and his juniors. Every
one got interested. The solicitor got ex-
cited, and, jumping up, touched Ruseell,
saying: “I think you are mistaken, Mr,
Russell.” Baid Russell, “Take your hand
away." One day in ocourt the lay client
in & case turmned round and made some
suggestion to Russell. “Who is that un-
pleasant looking man who spoke to me?"
said Russell with a frown to the solicitor,
who happened to be sitting by the side of
the clent. *That's your client,” said the
solicitor. *Then I must trouble you to ask
him to go to some part of the court where
I cannot see him.* The solicitor conveyed
his request in diplomatic language to the
client. The client, however, did not quite
see why he should change his place, and
said so. “*Tellhim," said Russell, addressing
the solicitor, “that if he does not go at
once where I can't see him I won't go on
with the case.” The client immediately

disappeared.

Another professional characteristic of
Russell’s recalled by the present biographer,
is the attention which he gave to the smalil-
est detalls of a case: he forgot nothing,
he overlooked nothing. Once he was
engaged in & breach of promise action
The case was a simple one, and, practically,
the question was the amount of damages
which the plaintiff should get. No sooner
were his juniors and his solicitors seated |
in his rooms for the consultation than |
Russell turned to the latter and asked |
“What is your client going to wear at the |
trial?® The solicitor replied that he lLad |
not the faintest idea. Russell then said |
“Take her to-morrow to her dressmalyr |

| and order a perfectly plain dress of a sof |
| gray color, fitting closely to the figure, |

without any trimming, and & big black
hat, also as simple as possible ™ HRuseoil's
client in that case got a verdict for ten tho

sand pounds.  In divoroe cases he thought
ladies ought to be dressed in black He
used to say that at least they ought to

pretend to be sorry
We have seen that in 1870 Russell's foes
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forvnrd' as a Home

| he was invited to stand for the County

Monaghan., He accepted the invitation
on condition that they thought him “the
best man to fight the battle.”

splonous Liberals in the constituency ul- |

timatdly came to the conclusion that he
whs not the “best man,” because the two
sitting members were Torles, and to put
them out it was needful that the Catholics
and Presbyterians should combine. The
Catholles were willing to support a Pres-
byterian Liberal candidate; but the Pres-
byterlans were not willing to support a
Catholic on any terms. Accordingly, Rus-
sell, being a Catholic, was passed over,
and two Presbyterians were sclected. Rus-
sell spoke bitterly of this Monaghan busi-
ness to the author of this biography. Hav-
ing been passed over by the Liberal wire-
pullers of Monaghan, he fell back on Dun-
Mr, Callan for the third time op-
posed him. There was a fierce fight on
the day of the election. Mr. Callan “should-
ered” Russell in one of the passages of the
court house, and Russell knocked him
down, Callan was knocked down at the
polls also by an adverse majority of 49.

It is to be noted that Russell at this time
(1880-81) was not a Home Ruler. We are
told that the position which he took was
this: “I doubt if an Irish Parliament is
necessary. I think it is possible that we
may in time get all we want from the Im-
perial Parliament. A great change has
taken place in England. The oountry is
no longer ruled by the privileged classes.
The masses of the people are gradually
getting power, and they, who have griev-
ances themsclves, will understand our
case and sympathize with us. But, even
if an Irish Parlinment {s necessary, I
do not think this is the time to press for it.
It {8 not now within the range of practical
politics, and we ought to concentrate our-
selves upon the questions which are ripe
for legislation—the Land Question and
local Government. Local Government
might even be made the steppinhg stone
to an Irish Parliament. If an Irish Parlia-
mont is to come, it must come from below.
We should work up to it through local
government. Local bodies would train
the people and accustom them to the re-
sponsibility of managing their own local
affairs, and so fit them for the higher duties
of Parliamentary government.” Though
these were his views at the time, and
though Russell sat on the Liberal benches,
he stood manfully by the Irish Nationalist
members during the stormy sessions of
1880 and 1881. In the debate on the Com-
pensation for Disturbance bill he gave
Parnell strenuous support. He fought
vigorously against coercion and threw
himself heart and soul into the struggle
for the Land bill in 1881,

Throughout the years 1881-83, Mr
O'Brien saw the subject of this biography
and discussed with him the tactics of the
Irish Parliamentary party. He says that
at this time Russell was not in sympathy
with the methods of the Irish members.
Like Isaac Butt, he was opposed to a polley
of “exasperation.” He belleved In the
justice and reason of Englishmen and re-
lied on Constitutional agitation, vigorous
and sustained, but kept well within the
Iimits of the law. One day, while they
were talking of the matter, A. M. Sulllvan
waid: “Well, Mr. Russell, I have been in
Parliament with Isaac Butt, who |Is
Constitutional and law-abiding, and with
William Shaw, who is moderate and reason-
able, and with Charles Stewart Parnell,
who defles the law and the Constitution;
and I can only say that Parnell has done
more for Ireland than Butt and Shaw ocom-
bined.®* Our author is convinced that
Russell, though he was always guarded
In his expression of opinions on the subject
and clung to the hope that Englishmen could
ultimately be persuaded by reasonable
courses to do what was right, did not shut
his eyes to the part which lawlessnoss and
violenoe had plaved in Irish politios. One
day he sald at Brick Court: *The position
of Ireland Is a hard one. If the country
Is quiet, then Englishmen say, ‘We need
not do anyth!ng, the people are contented;'
if there is a violemt and lawless agltation
they say, ‘We cannot do anything wuntil
this Is put down.” They won't face the ques-
tion on its merits in time.*

Mr. O'Brien is inclined to think that the
urrent description of Russell as a
“great Hadical® was acourate. *He had
intense faith in the people everywhers
and wished to see all institutions bullt on
a popular basis. He had strong sympa-
thies with the poor and oppressed and was
deeply moved by any tale of human inter-
oot He was attached to the imperial

| idea; but did not believe In the acquisition

all over the world of vast territories held
vy forem, whitle at the heart of the Empse
Hacontant was foeered Gy misgovernmen!
and popular
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by him. Russell sald: *Well,

my friend, '!{oulton telling him to come to Parls for

you know my views. I shall go with my | the doouments. I told him that they }aq

own people. But still I think that Home
Rule cannot be carried by a coup de main,
and that the wiser course in the interesis
of Home Rule would be tnke local govers-
meont first.” Events continued to move
rapidly. Gladstone and Parnell drew
nearer to each ot\er, and at length made a |
combined attaok upon the Tory Govern- l
ment. Before the end of January, 1886,
Lord Salisbury had resigned, and early in
February Mr. Gladstone was Prime Minis-
ter, and Charles Russell was Attorney-
General for England. In 1883, after de-
clining a Puisne Judgeship, he had sald to
Mr. O'Brien: “I have no desire to be a Judge.
My ambition is to be the first Catholio At~
torney-General since the Reformation.”
Having accepted the office, ho had, of
course, to seek reélection at Hackney, and
held his ground after a sharp contest. At
the general election which followed the
dissolution of Parliament after the defeat
of the first Home Rule bill on June 7, 1886,
Russell was again opposed at Hackney by
Mr. Darling, but managed to hold his seat,
though, as a whole, the Liberals were
routed at the ballot box.

In the twelfth chapter of this volume
the author comes to the great event in the
life of Russell, the defence of Parnell. It
may be recalled that in March, 1887, the
London Times began the publication of a
series of articles entitled *Parnelllsm and
Crime.” Theee articles were written to
prove that the Parnell movement was a
revolutionary movement, stained by crime,
and designed to overthrow British author-
ity in Ireland. In April the Times went
a step further, and published a facsimile
letter purporting to bear Parnell's signa-
ture, in which the murder of Lord Fred-
erick Cavendish and Mr. Burke was ex-
cused. The publication of this letter mada
a great stir, and it was widely felt that a
serious blow had been struck at the prestigo
of the Irish leader. He alone treated the
matter with sang froid, simply declaring in
the House of Commons that the letter was
a forgery, and taking no further trouble
about the business. The subject was for
the moment allowed to drop, though, mean-
while, the Times went on publishing “Par-
nellism and Crime.” Twelve months later
tho question was revived, owing to the
suit brought by Mr. F. H. O'Donnell, an
ex-M.P,, who felt himself aggrieved by
oertain statements in the “Parnellism
and Crime” articles. The Times pleaded
that nothing in the articles pointed to
Mr. O'Donnell, and the jury took the same
view of the case. In the conduct of the
suit, however, the counsel for the Times,
Sir Richard Webster, then Attorney-Gen-
eral, reiterated the charges levelled at
Parnell, and the old discussion about
the authenticity of the facsimile letter
was reopened. Parnell now asked for
the appointment of a seleot ocommittes
of the House of Commons to inquire
whether the facsimile letter was a forgery.
The Salisbury Government refused this
request, but promised instead to appolnt
a special commission, composed of three
Judges, to investigate all the charges made
by the Times.

The commission having been appointed,
Russell returned the general retainer which
ha had held for the Times, and appeared
before the special tribunal on Oct. 22, 1888,
as leading counsel for Parnell. Days,
weeks, months passed, and the commis-
sion went on. The evidence of the Times
was directed mainly to two points: to prove
that crime dogged the footsteps of the
Land League, and that the Irish Parlia-
mentary party was in alllance with the
Fenian organization. The whole investiga-
tion had begun to pall upon the public
mind, and everybody was asking: *When
shall we get to the letter?™ The Irish
members sald from the outset that the
letter had been forged by Richard Pigott
—the same Richard Pigott who had becy
clerk in the Ulsterman office in Russell's
Belfast dayve, and had now, after a
career of i1l luck and fll fame, sunk to the
lowest depths of misery and despair. In
February, 1889, it was known that the
Times had bought the letter from \r
Houston, the Secretary of the Irish Loval
and Patriotie Union, and that Mr. Houstou
had bought it from Pigott. But how did
Pigott come by it? That was the question
of the hour, and people looked forward |
to the day when Pigott should go into the
box to tell his story, and when Sir Charics
Russell would rise to oross-examine him

On Wednesday . Feb. 20, 1889, Pigott want
into the box He looked well and pug-
nacious We are told that any person
unaware of the flaws in his character wou!d
have regarded him as a staying man and |
a respectable witness. He gave his evi. |
dence clearly aud calmly  and, at the con
clusion of the first aay's exauinetion-ln
chief, left the box with & self satisfied |
expression  On  Thursday morokng
returned looking radiant and confdently
court Before the adjourn. |
the examination-in- |
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been placed in a black bag, with sore ol
accounts, veraps of paper and old roowg.
papers. On his arrival T produced to 1im
the lotters, accounts and scraps of pajo:
After a brief inspection he handod! 0, g
cheque for £500, the price I had told lim
I had agreed to pay for them. At 1
same time he gave me £105 in bank 11y
as my own ocomniission.” In the face of
this confession the Times withdrew iha
fac simile letter, and the commiesion fo 1
that it was a “forgery.” The last sceng
of the drama was enacted on March 5. A
warrant had been issued for Pigott's ar.
rest on the charge of perjury. The police
tracked him to a hotel in Madrid. *“Wait.*
he said to the officers who showed hin: t)y
warrant, *until I go to my room for rong
things I want." The officers waited, thy
report of a pistol was heard, there was 4
rush to Pigott's room. He was found op
the floor with a bullet through his brain,
He had died by his own hand. Our author
tells us that, when the Pigott crisis way
over, he called on Russell. “He was a now
man. All traces of distress and anxiey
had disappeared. He looked happy and
joyous; but there was not a single no
of triumph in his conversation about thy
unfortunate wratch whom he had destroyed,
Indeed, ho showed no desire to talk about
the subject.”

Charles Russcll was a great advocate.
Was he alsoa good Judge? The blographer,
who, it should be rememberad, {s himself
a highly respectod member of tha English
bar, and, therefore, qualified to speak upon
the point, declares that in filve short years
Ruesell made a reputation on the bench
which almost overshadowed his reputa-
tion at the bar. He was strong, just, pains-
taking and expeditious. “He was," rays
one of his colleagues, “popular on the bench
He was patient and considerate; now and
then he would burst out like the old Russell,
but that was very seldom. As a rule, he
kept his temper under perfect conticl*
Ahother colleague testifled: “It s a great
loss to the country and to the race of Chief
Justices that he was cut off 8o early in lLis
carser on the bench. His reputation was
growing every day, and another five veurs
vwould have made a great difference i his
permanent position in history.® The testl.
mony of an eminent member of the bar is
also  cited: “One great quality distii.
guished Russell as & Judge; he always
went straight for the bullseye of truth,
If he were occasionally arbitrary or Im.
patient, it was owing to his desire to get
quickly through the business. No man
could be more attentive. A Judge will
gometimes loll in his chair; he will soi-o-
times even rad a newspaper—a | st
insulting proceeding—when you are ad-
dressing the jury. There was nothing
of that about Russell. He gave his whole
mind to the case and to every one 1 it
At the bar he would ride roughshod over an
opponent. On the bench he always con-
sidered your feelings. I think was
groater as a Judge than as an advocate *

In July, 18068, Russell, as Lord Chist
Justice, pmid«-d over an important Eiate
trial, that, namely, of the leaders of the
Jameson raid. The present biographer
was in ocourt when the Lord Chief Justice
charged'the jury. *It was,® he says, “an
impressive scene. Fashionable London had
mustered in court to sympathize with the

raiders, and to hail thelr deliverance with

joy."™ Ruseell, however, resolved that )is-
tice should be done, and st bet weon
the jury and publio opinion. From the

beginning to the end of the trial he never
allowed the jury to escape his iron rrip.
He char home agalnst the prisoners,
making their guilt and folly tru.-}nmnt,

of quoe-

} and ended by submitting a series

tions which fnvu the jury no loophole for
a verdict of acquittal. We should not
omit to mention that Russell representasd
the British Government before the (nter-
national tribunal organized at Paris for the
purpose of preventing the dastruction
of seal life in Behring Sea. Mr. Justice
Harlan was one of the American members
of the tribunal

It will be recalled that in 1897 an a ~nt
was reached between the Uni States
and Great Britain to refer the questian of
the Venezuela boundary dispute to arbitra-
tion. Lord Herschell and Lord Justice
Henn Colline were appolnted the Enplich
arbitrators, but in 1899 Tard Heruohell
died, whereupon Lord Salisbury asked
Lord Russell to take his place o arbi-
trators met i» Paris in the summer and au-
tumn of 1809, M. Martens, an eminent Rus.
slan jurist, acting as umpire. The award
was made in October. The author of /.4
book savs triuly that the decision was «ih-
stontially in favor of Great Britalo, i s-
much as it authorized the inclusion within
Pritish Guiaos of the great bulk of the tor
ritory emhraced by what 8 known as ' o4
Sebomburghk line. The only axcep:
of any note to this sweep of the award
lay in the fact that it assigned 1o Vo
zucla a small tract on Parima Poir? “
delta of the Orinoco, 1o which on strateg
grounds the Veneguelans had alware
tached high valuc hen the arliirate n
was over, Lord Salisbury wrote to the Lo 4
Chief Justion: “1 have received the Quwi s
commands to express to vour Lordsh; r
Ma jnsty's appreciation of your «en t
pervioes as ono of the Briviah arbitra y

Aftor Lord Russell's doatl lus
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